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In response to the office action mailed September 6, 2006, Applicants have amended 
clai ns . 5 mt 7 9 m adde* ^ \ ^ m 62. Claims 2-4, 15, 1 IS > - c ? w 
na l v a j s \ ^ N l ^ e L ;u \ \ % 1 , n \ j \ o P , rd 

21-25 were previously withdrawn. Claims were previously presented. Claims 16. 32. 34, and 41- 
61 are. canceled, without prejudice. No new matter is introduced. 

35 U.S.C. §102 

Claims i-5, 7-9, i L 14. 16, 33 and 35-37 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as 
being anticipated by WO 01/12889 ("Gunzef). 

Applicants have amended claim 1 to more clearly define the scope of the claimed 
t o ded, is directed, to "[a] i ^> e I > e iprising 

i m-u >o > of k strue on uvhi<j nn sui ice and as > hss< ue i k o 
exposed outer surface having a non-continuous coating comprising discrete coating segments of 
coating mateo . d ; > in a predetermined, repeating pattern in one or more discrete areas, on 
fan | expos? » cs spending to pred s . ( pos he fa >dy prone to 

abrasion end pilling daring use ... and the exposed outer surface having one or more other areas 

s t ee oi {he non continuous coating." Gunzel does not 
uc-eniv -o ^ . ach d > i \ m tabon of claim i as now amended. 

>r 1- ric is ati id olymer app t url >f the 
t n t , ' ! >♦ ma I 1 'i U^n i t I 

polymer i ? applied to the fabric surface as a light weight web of polymer filaments, (See, e.g . id. 
at page 2, 34-36). The web on the fabric is caused 10 malt so that the h laments of the web lose 
their identity. (See, e.g., id. A page 3, lines 1-2). Gunzel does not describe discrete coating 
segments o: eoam^ a.aerra. aeposucd m ■xpn,arcr<}»,. t .d tq\'«t:>v* pain m. (Emphasis 
X ded> k v oGtn/ei r]. hi „ ot ok vb.rera hi u n h 

wmen web struciutv and causes formation of a discontinuous, mndomiv dhpessj noiymero 
5 fei idheKt . re v ^ m t ^ i>,tddip&gcb !m. 5 r arms ^ > h 
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! i ii 1 , \e ci dsv u av^x n 
predeterrnmed, repeating pattern of discrete coating segments because Gonzei disparages the 

2, lines 7- IS). 

i h (lun/e) teuch einfoa tare) am 

c ate i s t s irabie the coat i r V ; eas hat are subject to a is 
Oi * < ' t ! -k ' i ( , s li v a v. \>. ^ r 5 u i 

that the Examiners assertions with regard to Gunzei are correct, Gun/el sdh fails to describe or 

0 i i ' « i < t 1 > o , <n one or more discrete areas corresponding to 
->•..',, •> | e to abrasion and pilling during use, and one or 
i> l v v s , t- i i *\ i O ,Os *ah I c ut • u 101 

^ s ither, ( ses the use of fine, lightweight t wovei webs to 

^minimize the distance between polymer areas, to provide for be te? n rests ance as 

is needed around cuffs, collars pocket edges, and generally any folds or creases." (See, e,g„ id. at 
page 6, li se? 27 M)). 

These are not merely trivial distinctions. By depositing the non -continuous coating in a 
* < v t tern, the claimed configuration provides for a fabric article with 

e ancer < v i<\ Ins uuerros of aii <e r-oiiNhi> moisture vapoi 

1 his m m v ■ « i i hiaedUvr Mmeunu j i i 1 <t s oa* ne 

d v >osec cuter st H t 

> N ! a t is v ii tn t ta«w tiigt am pi iws 

re v.or ro * < >i f n 

» dv\i (tr< p si ,u |e tteMrvttre Jo>aH' o< . f'eooe > ?\ \c 
! \ s n ^n, - as go.ces n fio , t aactavr mulatto u \s tes f saru in the 
other areas. 

> t t \H i'n i iv t i ^ su ^itb« tissj 

e < 1 t - nd 7 tui ed by Gunzel, Claim 16 i 

been canceled, and as such, the rejection \ now moot with respect to claim 16. 
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i 1 l ! 1 J v S lev- f i vt " v- ^ C ^ C , v •> i 

v if ; 'iu. ^ ; M 103(a) as being obvious over Gi e Applicants 
presume that these rejections are based upon the Examiner's interpretation of Gimzei with 
respec * t * suns m ; ssuu. from Gun/el wit v 1 1 

also ndaana win; reside; to claims 12-13 and 39-40. 

fry Examiner acknowledged that "Gen/el does not explicit!} teach the- claimed bound 
-e. . n 5 grams per den.efo „ , 

^ ' i e claimed pwp ties rc ihei < S pkmhej 6 

*>' f> t t I f ,1'd! - ( „ ii i t\i dc-oeH ku h eaei or on^ss 

? ^"V 5 " ^taOiK iod> of krd construction ii hint 

surface and an exposed outer surface .., the exposed outer surface having a non-continuous 
coating comprising discrete coating segments of coating material deposited in a predetermined, 
1 _ i 1 disc e< is i i <,,M^J <i if a wW^-i < ! erne 

v , s $ the Urn >\ud> prone to abrasion and pilling during use ... and the 
exposed outer surface having one or more other areas adjacent said discrete areas substantially 
;<e< o; ! e n>> . — - a -s>\ coating." 

i v d )g or suggestioi of "g? )ings irns" but \ thet 

^ } '!oi>.u ,^ i tu polymer achieved by distraction of the fiber 

structure, e.g. as shown in FIG, 7.. 

Therefore, Applicants respectfully request that the rejections of claim 1243 and 39-40 as 
anticipated by. or in the alternative, as obvious over Gtwel be withdrawn. 

35 U.S.C. §103 

u o i d s< in U u naen' bk ^ct Cur,c) n 

viev of S. Fat. 5,626,94$ Biauer"). C (aim 15de sends * < m claim ; td thus i dii i 
! co'up<^-! 3 , ek nprising.. a lab el d> is , on ion a\ intrant e; 
s < d exposed oute i ths e> > >x 1 \ a surface h s e o itinu 

^ o -.win vpal , ^oa < > < t^tvkt > i etc t vd 

renc. una r\>;u.- .r on oi nu ?e d:-,ue.e . <■ , on lan] exposed oute? surface < orresporsding o 



she Rock e o > v <\ »» v«t " > 

V 1 x 

KieJ ; \ n r . , " - 
Page : Hon? 

PK „ ^ \ o; ! ! 1 1 vX > h o ^ a pd o duocg use ... and the 

<posod ^ i - to mg one or more >t ., irta> adjaa s d discrete as< bsUmtialK 
free of the non -continuous coating." A person having ordinary skill in the art would not have 
\ mhine Gu zel and Blauer, 

^ t v s f . c i >h i ibric mclnc ^ (t 

applied ditvetiy n ■ an inner lace of the fabric. (See. e.g., Bluuoi at col 2, lines 57-58; o * .hvo 
col 3, lines 42-45). 

fhe F\ t i > . m! 1 k s nents are in 

discrete dots." (Office Action of September 6, 2006 at page 5). However, the Examiner asserted 
in i >.r teaches 5 ;ature and that "it would have been obvious to a person of skill in the art 
to use a pattern of dots as suggested by Blauer for application of the coating when used with 

i ! f v. 1 it i tpp< trance while [p ding 
? nilorcen it m areas Oi ce Action of September 6, 2006, -page 6). 

Contrary to the Examiner's assertion, a person having ordinary skill m the art would not 
have been motivated to modify Gunzel by combining Gunzel with Blauer. As noted above, 
Gunzel explicitly discourages the use of patterned coatings (such as honeycombs, grids and 
discrete dots) on the outside of the fabric garment (See, e,g., Gunzel at page 2, lines 7-1.0; 
referencing Blauer). For example. Gunzel suggests that the use of such coatings is undesirable 
because the icohe appearance is undesirably altered, and that a further limitation of using 
tegchc % t s s e > - a t < ^ ot mi j a k ts * c prone to v o n\ o» > \t a ti e 
tl?GM W o m> > ac . !e-iL< aM}ar/ei. the periodicity associated with egoiar patterns can 
introduce stress concentrations along preferred axes * ich can tend to aus a e!< ate< wear in 
those areas. (See, e.g., id. at lines 16-18). For at least these reasons a person of ordinary skill in 
the art would not have been motivated to combine Gunzel and Blauer in the manner suggested by 
the bXarnmer. 

Furthermore, assuming without conceding that a person of ordinary skill in the art would 
have v. mouy:ned to modify Gunzel b\ combining Gunzel \snh Blanco the result id u 
combination still would not have included ail of the features of claim !., let alone claim .15. 
Snccd > describe O'sugges i depoMtt n one o 

" ' d v v. v s. s vtl< tt'MiLi a ihnt hmh ^ne\< n~„zV> 
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OfVJtO.s ) tu\YKu id dlN u if >,>s< r Ui i 

< r ! t - R n 'Haaei-t ^ - a an .\ d \ i <i . - - caVaO "an a 1 , 

discontinuities for use in place of prior art coalings that covered the entire surface of the fabric. 

>U ^ Hwl'iMi I o l a,n.Uii\ i !v l 1 i „ atun 
described by B s anyth jg other thai < c scontinuous co ting < e - tie eci ating 

* v. o a i s u- o !?t vomng mafctuO applied > u t du , i re? s.t!'UvC 

of the fabric. 

Accordingly. Gunzel and Biauer. whether taken alone or in any proper combination, fad 
^ irdv\ h mi Hi. i £ uew oi the 

s deration and withdrawaS b die reject >f claim 5 as 
not (lenzel in view of Blauer. 

Claims 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gunzel in 
view of U.S. Pub. 200.1/0046580 ("Rock"; Our Ret: 10638-005002). Applicants presume that 
these rejections are based upon the Examiner's interpretation of Gunzel with respect to claim 1, 
* vnmm n\;n no wmucs missing from Gunzel with respect to claim 1 are also missing with 
respect to dependent churns 17-20. 

V - ! acva ■ .t . doub- * uuv knit fabric article has me a ; ahmcai due a ? iva h\ a 
i < ! - - ndau ncal hack formed b> i micro enm amentloop 

yarn, and having a valour surface formed at both the technical face and technical back of the 
<on e* k * \ e Ivux at \ ,ap;aphs 1 a JO, v w > f R, 2 

With v . to claim I the Examiner acknowledged that Gunzel fails to teach "using a 
v !o- .n oov ,\ <. \t , est Jv ton," and adds Rock for teaching that, "using a reverse 
plaiting ech qi z c ulat a I fabrics c i i provide dynam c he real nsu < t on prapei ies i S < 
OfticcAv a <o ^onnh i o Jo 1 i p ( gct <i« ^ » t > t i ^ i df<> I^au m * s 

x i ^ i e i bis J i h v. a i t <. t i i ' t 

loop yam," and adds the Rock tor teaching that "the loop van? should be greater irt size that the 
•> \oA ui! giaphdh Wah csatJ t itun\ < m ' ,s < 

acknowledges that "Gun/el Mb to teach that the lo<m >arn ^ .A most about I 5 dpi .no the satea 
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y&m is at least about 1 .5 dp an add Ro foi aching hat the loop yam > have \sk uipl 
n 1 -v- a- u > ^o w \a< x x s v j i| j h «l as 5 0 " {/<•* ti/i/i -fo \ a: paxisya* *x 19 
and 20} Howevei Rock u is to provide to. bit tt yis com the Gunxe reference 
Spcvificail>, Rock e.oc.*. ! ckxv~be or suggus? „ viuont>r< ous ,o o _ v on) >m X5 discrete 

^ > ■» 1 ! k 1 t. U [M i v p f ( T U( 

tore disxivx n j exposed outer surface, a ^ndu ircdeu es sns o* 

x ih > v v >moi i o m s ] d 1 v <. j At ita\i\ 

i v m ' r,i iKy ii ,.< I ' v. o 

coating." 

es ctfu r, t ]Svst ) the eje tons >fc ms .17-20 a 
unpatentable over Gonzei in view of Rock be withdrawn. 

Claims 26-29 have been rejected tinder 35 U.S.C. | .103(a) as being unpatentable over 
M« e - - c^ os I n Put * 4^6.960 pldo' ) \ppl vu. ' p . i i e ' * 1 c x so . 
based upon the Examiner's interpretation of Gunzei with respect to claim L and submit that the 
features missing from Gunzel with respect to claim i are also missing with respect to dependent 
claims 26-29. 

ido describes a union knit fabric comprised of a polyutethane 1 1 
oo<^ ! ooKcstei fiber. {See, e.g., Ido at col - 

2 . - v s o > u\t i« a union fabric made with a polyuieihane elastic fiber, 

- r<$ a *v poKeVer h xt and to a union knit fabric obtained 

<% - t " < *. 1 \ tres l M2). 

With regard to claim 26, the Examiner acknowledged that "Gunzel fails to teach that the 
yarn tides an stoi eric materia] on the outer surface," and apparen y adds Ido for teaching 
5 x v t x b e <x Ix n (1 . o v. v n , ? t t i k v, O 1 u 

v > n Nepieo-s y i > c " 

e v t t s s 7 2° > ' miner h I itifted the re.l 

r . .V leloo xxv egaxve a <<o < comic ne to ea s ei n ei i x> > t > 

os, j \)iOa^< v re ex h h t n j . nis , x len ntnt r U f -j u\x n j f e xxnan.^ < t 
claims 27-29 bused en the Examiner's recognition that ''Gunzel fails to teach that the elastoneric 
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m< < , - r l\ o spanacx added v % i „ s m- , u 

material is wound around the yam at the outer surface ... [and/or] that spandex is added at the 
outer surface m air jet cover." (Office Action of September 6, 2006 at page 7). if these 

-an si ect, the Exami espectfulh equs ed to point to speeifk 

language is; the mferniee relied upon as onespoudmy r>each element >n .he rescued Jamis 
Assumii < vvithoui < oncedmg that the Examiner's assertions with rc garci to the ido 
Id* re ( en c ti fat s to pro\ <k he sub] et nan > ss n; * J 
t.v. (.a i u si ' -t t a mi i v.k 

o ! f r • 0 i u _ j , iai tepOMtcdm ;i prndeterT. aed s p H ! o Ut m one OS 
more discrete areas, on [an] exposed outer surface, corresponding to predetermined regions of 
the fabric body prone to abrasion and pilling during use . . . and the exposed outer surface having: 
one or more other areas adjacent said discrete areas substantially free of the non -continuous 
coating," 

Therefore, Applicants respectfully request that the rejections of claims 26-29 as 
i u I in vievv of fdo tx withdraxvn 

. is U> * rav< been x jectcd under 35 U.$.C,.-§i.03.{8) as being unpatentable over 
Gunzel in view of U.S. Pat. 5,171,633 ("Muramoto"). Applicants presume that these rejections 
are v upon nv rmemmc: , ones pt elation of Gunzel with respect to claim I, and submits that 
the features missing from Gunzel with respect to claim i are also missing with respect to 
..a me \ . ,s ^ oe ^ 
MaramoK 

con pose v . i * o->ast. uul\ ivt < sd ..me component < v^o^K^^hiyci 

ie , i io! r n e Muramoto <a eel 2. n es 1 1 s The hxammer av \ ^ > \ ieea.es ihat 
Gunzc v e> the outer surface includ! ored yams ! ngacoa 

tndashean s > < . i itw u l lUipus t t Kmmt 

v ^ ! I m uenth do \i < m o k mir ' ^ A v A urn , 1 , n 
pollster in <. -mcaih ^ e- i -i * .rnd x ol n n t in [ erne o no iv ^ ! Action of 
September 6, 2006 at page 8 citing Muramoto at Abstract). Ho\ve\ V - -a provide 

the subject matter missing with respect to Gunzel More specifically, Muramoto fails to teach or 
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i isi V ^ mil f ^ l > i il 

deposited in a predetermined, repeating pattern in one or more discrete areas, on iaoj exposed 
\ v - a v V [\edt e iv ned so; <. - t*K I > k o >< <. } tone s <. 

pilling daring use ... and the exposed outer surface having one or more other areas adjacent said 
ex e <«! ihi unuous coating 

A il N N ! 1 \ L ^ i s h> t t L V. vi - V X X 



s L-e > v tie! I Si < , t > beuv snpn f b 
» i u s ds - < . v , '>uhipini\t in i i i < i 

with espeet ochsiml and su bmi that the eatares i ;snu fro \ Guiux * I espeet to claim .1 
arc also - . • p with respect to claim 38. 

Use Ksauv.ne? aekrK i Ke ' t bm/el lads o disclose t t the i si s nop! >d n 
the amount of about 1.7 ounces per square yard," and suggests that "if would have been obvious 
to- one 'having ordinary skill in the art ... to optimize the amount o e mating (Oi a c Action of 
1 ) u<\;^s h \ e- v u iavsv.il < ^ T , v uu sic Lu s to 

i >n n s o j < < n I'm h ! v to; * o > r ) ro r 

material deposits rex >ed \ Hi pattern in < >n discrete area >n j I 

exposed outer surface, corresponding to predetermined regions of the fabric body prone to 
5 i g ut n i i c d outer surface having one ot othc v s 

Mice of the non -continuous coating" Therefore, 
\ i :e ^ \ e - s < ! » , <ion of Jaim 38 be - 1 iu o n 

Claim 62 (New) 

eaaw n v2 W th - ererd t^ua-m 6: i i t s rjes c and e j*r 
v v. e > (. )( it v^.vlo ~ ju i ' k sivO v . is i is f to km 

constats tion. The fabric bods has an inne? surface h iving at h ass o sc r< si« ■ of ra sed fibers or 

e n m « xpt outei uface havin t non-eontinuo latex a 
irsehuang dacaae , o . <. ' c-\aang material disposed tn one e< 1 ca: -, rate areas --n 

the exposed outer surface in a pattern corresponding to predetermined regions of the fabric body 



a s , ! k i i \ * * )<> ^ os >b«nujndivd uil w ib s 

togethes in >ound $ pings and to enhance ah as on esisi ? c ol the o r surface 

in ( ( y oi <■ ruct sot 

Hashing tn uinuous tfex coat ig Rat t Gunzc ugges tJ he yroe 
applae o tn. Go .rpt i\ a v r iv p m ?o v k < v x e . v >. > 

the like." (See, e.g., Gunzel at page 5, lines 29-30). Blatter describes "a printed stratum of a ... 

tli an pli i v I \ the 

iabne." rtV i . t .e, fdaee! at eoi 3. lines 4? 15- 

i> lades a not eon \ sous lati \ \ oat fig 
Latex is polymer particles in a water base, which will migrate through trie yarns and/or fibers". m 
f i tex er evaporation, thereby a: in a m 

continuous form. Thus, the coating is deposited on the fiber surface a id in fiber it < fiber contact 
1 a u> fib «ngw i \ erating a three-dimensional boundary layer- 
he ci ed c( ctio >ofh Gi el and Bl scribes cc * g ti t 
? ! i > on their respective f bra s ices For example, 

Gunzel describes and shows "a thin coating that ... forms a thin layer on the uppermost portion of 
yam and does net w , < occlude a .majority of the spaces between the yarns." (See, e.g., 
Gunzd at page 3, lines 11-13; see also FIGS. .1-7). Similarly, Biauer describes and shows a three 
< s ) u <• . v - , ; >r K suriacc of the woven polymer fabnc (see, e.g., Bteuer; 
FIG. 2; see also col. 3, lines 42-45). 

Furthermore, none of Rock, ido or Muramoto describes a nor eon < > -< t> 
a'nr the !a-e\ eoaf.ng oi the eianned elimination. 
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CONCLUSION 

s 1 ?n it! ^plication is how in. condition I > v >k 

Is solicited. 
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